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Anna C. Hansen

Subject: FW: Youth detention
Attachments: No Place for Kids - Intro Outline.docx; ATT00001.htm

Here are some stats and sources.

« High rates of victimization:

o A 2013 national study of youth in custody found that 56% of youth were
victimized while in custody, including 29% who were physically assaulted
or threatened with assault. (Andrea J. Sedlak et al., U.S. Dep’t of Justice,
Office of Juvenile Justice & Delinquency Prevention, Nature and Risk of
Victimization: Findings from the Survey of Youth in Residential Placement
(2013), OJJDP Juv. Just.

Bull., https:/ [ojjdp.ojp.gov[sites[g[ﬁles[gckuhlzwﬁles[pubsz240203.pd
f)

o A 2012 national study found that 9.5% of youth in custody experienced one
or more incidents of sexual victimization. (Allen J. Beck et al., U.S. Dep’t
of Justice, Office of Justice Programs, Sexual Victimization in Juvenile
Facilities Reported by Youth (2012),
https://www.bjs.gov/content/pub/pdf/svifry12.pdf.)

« Worse outcomes:

o Those incarcerated as a juvenile are 39% less likely to graduate from high
school and are 41% more likely to have entered adult prison by age 25
compared with other public school students from the same neighborhood.
(Aizer, A, J. Doyle, “Juvenile Incarceration, Human Capital and Future
Crime: Evidence from Randomly-Assigned Judges,” National Bureau of
Economics Research Working Paper No. 19102, 2013.)

o Incarceration is no more effective than probation or alternative sanctions
in reducing the criminality of adjudicated youth, and a number of well-
designed studies suggest that correctional placements actually exacerbate
criminality. Incarceration is especially ineffective for less-serious youthful
offenders. Many studies find that incarceration actually increased
recidivism among youth with lower-risk profiles and less-serious offending
histories. (No Place for Kids: The Case for Reducing Juvenile
Incarceration, Annie E. Casey Foundation
(2011), https:/ 1www.aecf.org1resources[no-place-for-kids-full—report[ )

o High (and ineffective) cost:

o The cost of incarceration alone is extremely high (not to mention the cost
of the effects of higher trauma, lower graduation and employment rates,
and higher recidivism). In New Mexico in 2011, it cost
approximately $178,073 per year to incarcerate a single child. (Sticker
Shock: Calculating the Full Price Tag for Youth Incarceration, Justice
Policy Institute (2011), http:// www.justicepolicy.org/research/8477.)
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I am also attaching an outline of No Place for Kids, just to give you a summary of the
arguments. Please let me know if you need any additional resources. I am happy to help!

--Whitney

OPEN CITY ADVOCATES

Whitney T. Louchheim, Esqg.
Chief Operating Officer

OpenCityAdvocates.org
202) 678-9003 Office

This message (including any attachments) is intended only for the use of the individual or entity to which it is
addressed and may contain information that is non-public, proprietary, privileged, confidential, and exempt from
disclosure under applicable law or may constitute attorney work product. If you are not the intended recipient, you
are hereby notified that any use, dissemination, distribution, or copying of this communication is strictly
prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, notify us immediately by telephone (202-678-

9001) and delete this message immediately. Thank you. ,



MEMORANDUM

‘TO: Whitney Louchheim & Penelope Spain

FROM: Veena Subramanian

DATE: December 4, 2019

RE: No Place for Kids (Annie E. Casey Foundation) — Outline of Problems with Detention

Chapter I: What’s Wrong with America’s Juvenile Corrections Facilities

1. Dangerous: America’s juvenile corrections institutions subject confined youth to
intolerable levels of violence, abuse, and other forms of maltreatment.

a. Widespread physical abuse and excessive use of force by facility staff

b. An epidemic of sexual abuse

c. Rampant overreliance on isolation and restraint

d. Unchecked youth-on-youth violence

II. Imeffective: The outcomes of correctional confinement are poor. Recidivism rates are
almost uniformly high, and incarceration in juvenile facilities depresses youths’ future
success in education and employment.

a. Data studied: re-arrest, new adjudications/convictions, return to custody

b. The vast majority of studies find that incarceration is no more effective than
probation or alternative sanctions in reducing the criminality of adjudicated
youth, and a number of well-designed studies suggest that correctional
placements actually exacerbate criminality.

c. Incarceration is especially ineffective for less-serious youthful offenders. Many
studies find that incarceration actually increased recidivism among youth with
lower-risk profiles and less-serious offending histories.

d. Damaging youths’ futures: youth in confinement typically face long odds in

; their hopes to succeed in school and the labor market.
III. Unnecessary: A substantial percentage of youth confined in youth corrections facilities
pose minimal risk to public safety.
a. Studies show four main reasons why jurisdictions confine low-level juvenile
offenders:
i. Lack of programs and services
ii. Counterproductive financial incentives
iii. Dumping grounds for youth with challenges in other systems: mental
health, public schools, child welfare
iv. Punishing defiance, not delinquency
b. Excessive lengths of stay: admissions is only part of the problem; must also look
at the lengths of stay
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Obsolete: Scholars have identified a number of interventions and treatment strategies
in recent years that consistently reduce recidivism among juvenile offenders. None
require—and many are inconsistent with—incarceration in large correctional
institutions

a.

b.

Programs offering counseling and treatment typically reduce recidivism, while
those focused on coercion and control tend to produce negative or null effects
Programs tend to succeed when they address specific risk factors known to
influence delinquent and criminal behavior.

“Cognitive behavior therapies” offer a particularly effective and economical
method for reversing delinquency

Evidence-based models such as Multisystemic Therapy (MST), Functional
Family Therapy (FFT), and Multidimensional Treatment Foster Care (MTFC)
have been shown to reduce recidivism rates.

Other promising approaches: wraparound services; rigorous career preparation
and vocational training; mental health and substance abuse treatment (mental
health diversion projects; specialty court programs; family-focused, non-
residential substance abuse treatment methods for adolescents); intensive
advocate/mentor programs

Wasteful: Most states are spending vast sums of taxpayer money devoting the bulk of
their juvenile justice budgets to correctional institutions and other facility placements
when non-residential programming options deliver equal or better results for a fraction
of the cost. ’

a.

Confining juvenile offenders in correctional institutions and other residential
settings is far more expensive than standard probation or conventional
community supervision and treatment programs. It is.also significantly more
expensive than the evidence-based programs listed above.

Reports suggest that taxpayers spent about $5 billion in 2008 to confine and
house youthful offenders in juvenile institutions

Perhaps the biggest cost associated with America’s continuing overreliance on
correctional facilities and other residential placements is what economists refer
to as opportunity cost—the lost value of benefits that could be realized if these
funds were reapplied to more productive uses.

Inadequate: Despite their exorbitant daily costs, most juvenile correctional facilities
are ill-prepared to address the needs of many confined youth. Often, they fail to provide
even the minimum services appropriate for the care and rehabilitation of youth in
confinement.

a.

Glaring lack of effective support in mental health treatment, substance abuse
treatment, educational programming, treatment environment, and transitional
support



